REMARKS 

Reconsideration -of this patent application is respectfully 
requested in view of the foregoing amendments, and the following 
remarks . 

On Page 2 of the Office Action, the Patent Examiner has 
objected to the drawings as failing to comply with 
37 CFR 1.83(a) because they do not show every feature of the 
invention specified in the claims. 

In response to these formal objections and rejections, it 
is noted that the involved claims are claims 1, 4, 13, and 14. 
Rather than amending the drawings to show these features, 
instead the mentioned structural features are being amended 
and/or cancelled from these claims, as set forth on Page 2 of 
the Office Action. 

For these reasons, claim 1 has been amended to cancel these 
structural features : 

"the car body" and "a closed door." 
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In claim 1, "housing (12)" is shown in the drawings. 



Thus, claim 4 has been amended to cancel these structural 
features : 

"the bearing chamber." 

Hence, claim 13 has been amended to cancel these structural 
features : 

"parts that have been molded on." 

In claim 13, "the door" (10), "the bearing lever" (9), and 
"the locking element" (13) are shown in the drawings. 

Thus, claim 14 has been amended to cancel these structural 
features: 

"open position of the door." 

Also, the claims have been amended to overcome the claims 
objections and rejections as set forth on Pages 3, 4, and 5 of 
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the Office Action. 



For all these reasons, no amendments 'to the drawings are 
required. Withdrawal of this objection under Rule 83(a) is 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 1, 6, 10 and 11 were objected to because of the 
following informalities : 

In claim 1, line 6, "a rear wall" was amended to "the rear 
wall." In line 11, the period after "(28)" was deleted. In 
line 22, a comma was deleted. 

In claim 6, line 2, "at least" was deleted. In line 3, 
"(26)" was replaced by "(28)." 

In claim 10, line 3, "device" was deleted and replaced with 
"element (12) in said housing (13)." In line 4, "and" was 
inserted before "the bearing pin." 

In claim 11, line 4, "device" was deleted and replaced with 
"the housing (12)" and "the locking element (13)." 
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Claim 9 was objected to under 37 C.F.R. 1.75(c) of being an 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject 
matter of the previous claim. Claim 9 has been cancelled. 

Claims 1-15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites various limitations such as "a rear wall // 
in line 6, "the wall part" in line 10, "a closed door" in lines 
19-20, "the door" in line 25, "the closed position" in lines 25- 
26, "mantle walls" in line 27, and "the car body" in lines 29- 
30. There were objections based upon insufficient antecedent 
basis for these limitations in the claim. In line 23, "activated 
mounted" was objected to for being awkward and unclear. 

In response to these objections, claim 1 was amended either 
to provide proper antecedent basis or to cancel certain 
structural features, as follows: 

In line 6, "a rear wall" was replaced with "the rear wall." 

In line 10, "the wall part" was replaced with "a wall 
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part." 

In lines 19-20, "a closed door" was replaced with "a door 
(10) when closed." 

In line 25, "the door" does not need to be replaced because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" of claim 
1 lines 19-20. 

In line 25-26, "the closed position" has been replaced with 
"when closed." 

In line 27, "mantle walls" has been replaced with "said at 
least one mantle wall." 

In line 29-30, "the car body" has been deleted. 
In line 23, "activated mounted" has been deleted. 

Claim 2 recites the limitations "a mantle, wall" in line 3, 
"the door" in line 6, "the opening edge" in line 7, "the outer 
edge region" in lines 7-8, and "the open position" in line 10. 
There were objections based upon insufficient antecedent basis 
for these limitations in the claim. 

In response to these objections, claim 2 was amended either 
to provide proper antecedent basis or to cancel certain 
structural features, as follows: 
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In line 3, "a mantle wall" has been replaced with "said at 
least one mantle wall." 

In line 6, "the door" does not need to be replaced because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" from 
claim 1 lines 19-20. 

In line 7, "the opening edge" has been replaced with "an 
opening edge." 

In lines 7-8, "the outer edge region" has been replaced 
with "an outer edge region." 

In line 10, "the open position" has been replaced with 
"when opened." 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the door" in line 2. There 
was an objection based upon insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

In response to this objection, claim 3 was not amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In line 2, "the door" does not need to be amended because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" from 
claim 1 lines 19-20. 
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Claim 4 recites the limitations "a brake" in line 6 and 
"the ... wall" in line 7. There were objections based upon 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claim. 

In response to these objections, claim 4 was amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In line 6, "a brake" has been replaced with "the brake." 
In line 7, "the... wall" has been replaced with "a wall." 

Claim 5 recites the limitations "the door" in line 3, "said 
projection" in line 6, and "the mantle wall" in line 6. There 
were objections based upon insufficient antecedent basis for 
these limitations in the claim. 

In response to these objections, claim 5 was amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In-line 3, "the door" does not need to be replaced because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" from 
claim 1 lines 19-20. 

In line 6, "said projection" was replaced with "a 
pro j ection . " 
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In line 6, "the mantle wall" was replaced with "said at 
least one mantle wall." 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the mantle wall" in line 4. 
There was an objection based upon insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

In response to this objection, claim 7 was amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In line 4, "the mantle wall" was replaced with "said at 
least one mantle wall." 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "the mantle wall" in line 3. 
There was an objection based upon insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

In response to this objection, claim 8 was amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In line 3, "the mantle wall" was replaced with "said at 
least one mantle wall." 

Claim 10 recites the limitations "the pre-assembled locking 
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device" in line 3 and "the door" in line A. There were 
objections based upon insufficient antecedent basis for these 
limitations in the claim. 

In response to these objections, claim 10 was amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In line 3, "the pre-assembled locking device" was replaced 
with "said at least one locking element (12) in said housing 
(11) ." 

In line 4, "the door" does not need to be replaced because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" from 
claim 1 lines 19-20. 

Claim 12 recites the limitations "the door" in line 7, "the 
locked position" in line 7, and "it" in line 7. There were 
objections based upon insufficient antecedent basis for these 
limitations in the claim. In response to these objections, 
claim 12 was amended to provide proper antecedent basis, as 
follows : 

In line 7, "the door" does not need to be replaced because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" from 
claim 1 lines 19-20. 
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In line 7, "the locked position" was replaced with "when 
locked." 

In line 7, "it" has been replaced with "the door open." 

Claim 13 recites the limitations "the door" in line 2 and 
"the locking element" in line 3. There were objections based 
upon insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claim. 

In response to these objections, claim 13 was not amended 
to provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In line 2, "the door" does not need to be replaced because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" from 
claim 1 lines 19-20. 

In line 3, "the locking element" does not need to be 
replaced because there is sufficient antecedent basis from "the 
locking element (13)" of claim 1 line 19. 

Claim 14 recites the limitations "the hook-shaped locking 
element" in line 2, "the locking pin or projection" in lines 3- 
4, "the door" in line 4, "the locking element" and "the door" in 
line 9, "the locking element" in line 12, and "the locked 
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position" in lines 12-13. There were objections based upon 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claim. 

In response to these objections, claim 14 was amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In line 2, "the hook-shaped locking element" has been 
replaced with "the locking element." 

In lines 3-4, "the locking pin or projection" has been 
replaced with "a locking pin or projection (14)." 

In line 4, "the door" does not need to be replaced because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" from 
claim 1 lines 19-20. 

In line 9, "the locking element" does not need to be 
replaced because there is sufficient antecedent basis from "the 
locking element (13)" of claim 1 line 19. 

In line 9, "the door" does not need to be replaced because 
there is sufficient antecedent basis from "a door (10)" from 
claim 1 lines 19-20. 

In line 12, "the locking element" does not need to be 
replaced because there is sufficient antecedent basis from "the 
locking element (13)" of claim 1 line 19. 
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In lines 12-13, "the locked position" has been replaced 
with "when locked." 

Claim 15 recites the limitation "it" in line 2. There was 
an objection based upon insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

In response to this objection, claim 15 was amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis, as follows: 

In line 2, "it" has been replaced with "the fuel inlet 
compartment . " 

Enclosed is a copy of a Search Report from the German 
Patent Office citing the prior art documents DE 33 01 072 and DE 
100 26 841. These two prior art documents were previously cited 
in the IDS filed January 13, 2006, and a copy of each document 
was previously filed at that time. 

In view of these amendments, it is firmly believed that the 
Drawings, the Specification and all the claims are now in 
complete compliance with all the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112. 
Withdrawal of this ground of rejection is respectfully 
requested . 
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On Page 5 of the office Action, it was stated that claims 1 
to 15 would be allowable if amended to overcome the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 112. Therefore, a prompt notification of 
allowability is respectfully requested. 



COLLARD & ROE , P.C. 
1077 Northern Boulevard 
Roslyn, New York 11576-1696 
(516) 365-9802 
ERF : DG : Igh 

Enclosure: Copy of Search Report from German PTO 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States 
Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: MAIL STOP AFter fi/vd 
COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS , P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on 
January 7, 2008. ^ 



Respectfully submitted, 
RALF ENGEL ^ 




Edward R. Freedmfem, Reg. No. 26,04 8 
Attorneys For Applicant(s) 




R:\Patents\E\ENGEL, G. - 1 PCT\amendment final oa JANUARY 2008. wpd 
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B. Recherchlerte Geblete 
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erstrecken, der dem Deutschen Patent- und Markenamt nicht vorliegt, Wenn beabsichtlgt ist, elnen PrGfungsantrag 
nach § 44 PatG zu stellen, wird der Anmelder/die Anmelderin aufgefordert, dlese Literatur in Kopie zur Prufungsakte 
zij reichen. 
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